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Abstract. In this work we consider the existence of traveling plane wave
solutions of systems of delayed lattice differential equations in competitive
Lotka-Volterra type. Employing iterative method coupled with the explicit
construction of upper and lower solutions in the theory of weak quasi-monotone
dynamical systems, we obtain a speed, c∗, and show the existence of traveling
plane wave solutions connecting two different equilibria when the wave speeds
are large than c∗.
1. Introduction. The purpose of this work is to investigate the existence of trav-
eling plane wave solutions of systems of N delayed 2-dimensional lattice differential
equations (2D-LDEs) in competitive Lotka-Volterra type. The nth 2D-LDE in the
systems is of the form
d
dt
un;i,j(t) = Ln[un;i,j](t) + un;i,j(t)fn
(
ui,j(t), (ui,j)
n̂
t
)
, (1)
for (i, j) ∈ Z2 and 1 ≤ n ≤ N , where ui,j(t) := (u1;i,j(t), · · · , uN ;i,j(t)),
(ui,j)
n̂
t (τ1, · · · , τn−1, τn+1, · · · , τN )
:=(u1;i,j(t− τ1), · · · , un−1;i,j(t− τn−1), un+1;i,j(t− τn+1), · · · , uN ;i,j(t− τN )),
and
Ln[un;i,j ](t) = dn,1un;i+1,j(t)+dn,2un;i,j+1(t)
+ dn,3un;i−1,j(t) + dn,4un;i,j−1(t)− dn,0un;i,j(t).
Here τi and di,j are positive real constants which represent the time delays and
coupling coefficients respectively. Let τ := max{τ1, · · · , τn−1, τn+1, · · · , τN}. All
fn are C
1 functions from RN × C1([−τ, 0],R)N−1 to R where C1([−τ, 0],R)N−1 is
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the Banach space of continuous differentiable N −1 dimensional functions mapping
the interval [−τ, 0] into R with supremum norm. For any C1 function u : R1 →
R
N , (u)n̂t ∈ C
1([−τ, 0],R)N−1 means that (u)n̂t (s) =
(
u1(t + s1), · · · , un−1(t +
sn−1), un+1(t + sn+1), · · · , uN(t + sN )
)
for sn ∈ [−τ, 0] and 1 ≤ n ≤ N . Here the
natation “n̂” means that in the n-layer there is no delay effect from the same layer.
Systems (1) are infinite dimensional, consisting of infinitely many ordinary dif-
ferential equations, indexed by points in a three-dimensional lattice which consist
of N layers of two-dimensional plane lattice. In the position (i, j) of nth-layer,
the state un;i,j is linear coupling with nearest neighbor states, un;i+1,j , un;i,j+1,
un;i−1,j, and un;i,j−1. Interactions between different layers are governed by the
nonlinear function
Fn
(
(ui,j)t
)
= un;i,j(t)fn
(
ui,j(t), (ui,j)
n̂
t
)
for 1 ≤ n ≤ N. (2)
Such systems arise from the study of dynamics of multi-layer neural networks [28],
material science [4], chemical reaction theory [12], image processing and pattern
recognition [9, 10, 33, 34], and population dynamics of multiple species in biology
[31]. We also refer to the papers [7, 25] for the detailed account of the theory and
applications of lattice differential equations.
On the other hand, it is often that when one discretizes some partial differential
equations one ends up with a lattice differential equation to solve. For example,
if dn,i = 1 for i = 1, · · · , 4, and dn,0 = 4 then the operator Ln represents the
discrete two-dimensional Laplacian operator. Thus equations (1) can be viewed as
the spatial discretization of the following partial differential equations defined in
the plane
∂un(x, t)
∂t
= dn∆un(x, t) + un(x, t)fn
(
u(x, t),ut(x)
n̂
)
,
with x ∈ R2 and 1 ≤ n ≤ N . Specifically, if
fn
(
u(x, t),ut(x)
n̂
)
= (rn − pnun(x, t)−
N∑
m=1,m 6=n
sn,mum(x, t− τm))
for some positive constants rn, pn and sn,m, then systems (1) can be viewed as
the spatial discretization of the diffusive competitive Lotka-Volterra systems of N -
species equations with delay effects in the plane. The systems model the interaction
among various competing species, has been studied extensively, and various suffi-
cient conditions for the coexistence and extinction of the competing species are
obtained, cf. [11, 22, 29, 36].
Our aim is to study the existence of traveling plane wave solutions of (1). A
traveling plane wave solution of systems (1) is a solution of the form
un;i,j(t) = φn(t− ic cos θ − jc sin θ), n = 1, · · · , N, (3)
where 1/c > 0 is the wave speed; θ ∈ [0, π/2] is the direction of waves propagation;
φn are continuously differentiable functions. According to (3), the profile equations
of systems (1) can be written as
φ′n(t) = Ln[φn](t) + Fn(Φt),
Fn(Φt) = φn(t)fn(Φ(t),Φ
n̂
t )
(4)
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for n = 1, · · · , N, with c1 := c cos θ, c2 := c sin θ, Φ(t) = (φ1(t), · · · , φN (t)), Φ
n̂
t ∈
C1([−τ, 0],R)N−1, and
Ln[φn](t) := dn,1φn(t− c1)+dn,2φn(t− c2)
+ dn,3φn(t+ c1) + dn,4φn(t+ c2)− dn,0φn(t).
Typically, traveling wavefront solutions arise from the competition between two
equilibria. To find a traveling plane wave solution of (1) connecting two equilibria
is equivalent to find a heteroclinic trajectory of (4) with asymptotically boundary
conditions. It is obvious that (4) has a trivial solution 0 := (0, · · · , 0). Some
sufficient conditions for the uniqueness of positive equilibrium and global asymptotic
stability for Lotka-Volterra competition-diffusion systems with discrete time delays
were given in [30]. Generalizing the ideas of [30], we will give sufficient conditions
to guarantee the existence of a positive equilibrium Φ⋆ of (4) in Section 2. Then
we look for the existence of heteroclinic orbits of (4) that satisfies the following
asymptotically boundary conditions:
lim
t→−∞
Φ(t) = 0 and lim
t→∞
Φ(t) = Φ⋆. (5)
Traveling wave solutions for a single lattice differential equation without or with
delay have drawn considerable attention in the past decades, see, e.g., [2, 3, 5, 6, 8,
13, 17, 18, 21, 26, 24, 35, 37, 38] and many references cited therein. Particularly,
Wu and Zou [35] developed a monotone iterative scheme and used a non-standard
ordering, quasi-monotone or exponentially quasi-monotone, in the profile set to
prove the existence of traveling wave solutions LDEs with asymptotical boundary
conditions of by an upper-lower solution method. This technique was generalized
to a delayed LDEs on higher dimensional lattices [38]. From another point of view,
to show the existence of traveling wave solutions with asymptotically boundary
conditions is equivalent to find a heteroclinic orbit connecting two equilibria of the
corresponding profile equation which is a mixed type functional differential equation.
Hence, by the same approach, Hsu et al. [17, 18] generalized the results of [35] to a
general scalar functional differential equation in delay, advance or mixed type with
some suitable conditions.
Recently, researchers have started to investigate systems of LDEs [1, 12, 20, 27,
31]. Huang et al. [20] considered the following systems of two delayed LDEs:
dun
dt
=
m∑
j=1
aj [g(un+j(t))− 2g(un(t)) + g(un−j(t))] + f1(un(t), vn(t− τ)),
dvn
dt
=
m∑
j=1
bj [g(vn+j(t))− 2g(vn(t)) + g(vn−j(t))] + f2(un(t− τ), vn(t)).
(6)
Let the nonlinear reaction terms of (6) satisfy the quasi monotonicity condition
[35].
(QM) There exist two positive constants β1 and β2 such that
f1(ψ1, ψ2)− f1(φ1, φ2) + β1[ψ1(0)− φ1(0)] ≥ 2A[g(ψ1(0))− g(φ1(0))],
f2(ψ1, ψ2)− f2(φ1, φ2) + β2[ψ2(0)− φ2(0)] ≥ 2B[g(ψ2(0))− g(φ2(0))]
for (ψ1, ψ2), (φ1, φ2) ∈ C([−τ, 0],R)
2 with 0  (φ1(s), φ2(s))  (ψ1(s), ψ2(s)) 
(k1, k2), for s ∈ [−τ, 0] and some positive constant k1, k2, where A =
∑m
j=1 aj and
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B =
∑m
j=1 bj . Then the existence of traveling wave solutions of (6) can be estab-
lished by the results of Wu and Zou [35]. Here the notation “≺ ()” denote the stan-
dard order in high dimension, that is, Φ = (φ1, · · · , φN ) and Ψ = (ψ1, · · · , ψN ) ∈
C([−τ, 0],R)N , denote Φ  (≺)Ψ if φn(s) ≤ (<)ψn(s) for n = 1, · · · , N with
s ∈ [−τ, 0].
However, the nonlinear reaction terms of some important examples from practical
problems may not satisfy the condition (QM). Hence the methods used in [35] cannot
be applied. Here is a example which is the discrete diffusive predator-prey model
with delay for ecological systems:
dun
dt
= d1[un+1 − 2un + un−1] + un[1− un]− aunvn(t− τ1),
dvn
dt
= d2[vn+1 − 2vn + vn−1]− vn + bun(t− τ2)vn,
(7)
Hence a modified (QM) condition for the reaction terms called partial quasi mono-
tonicity (PQM) was introduced simultaneously in delayed LDEs [20] and in delayed
reaction diffusion systems [19].
(PQM) There exist two positive constants β1 and β2 such that
f1(ψ1, ψ2)− f1(φ1, ψ2) + β1[ψ1(0)− φ1(0)] ≥ 2A[g(ψ1(0))− g(φ1(0))],
f1(ψ1, ψ2)− f1(ψ1, φ2) ≤ 0,
f2(ψ1, ψ2)− f2(φ1, φ2) + β2[ψ2(0)− φ2(0)] ≥ 2B[g(ψ2(0))− g(φ2(0))]
for (ψ1, ψ2), (φ1, φ2) ∈ C([−τ, 0],R)
2 with 0  (φ1(s), φ2(s))  (ψ1(s), ψ2(s)) 
(k1, k2), for s ∈ [−τ, 0] and some positive constant k1, k2, where A =
∑m
j=1 aj
and B =
∑m
j=1 bj. We remark that the functions f2 satisfies the same monotone
condition (QM). A new cross-iteration scheme was given to show the existence of
traveling wave solutions of (6) if a pair of upper-lower solutions can be constructed
and the condition (PQM) are satisfied for reaction terms. In particular, this results
can be applied to (7) to show the existence of traveling wave solutions.
The same story happened to the following two species delayed competition sys-
tems.
∂
∂t
u1(x, t) = d1
∂2
∂x2
u1(x, t) + r1u1(x, t)[1 − a1u1(x, t)− b1u2(x, t− τ1)],
∂
∂t
u2(x, t) = d2
∂2
∂x2
u2(x, t) + r2u2(x, t)[1 − b2u1(x, t− τ2)− a2u2(x, t)],
(8)
where di and τi are positive constants. It is easy to check that the reaction terms
of (8) satisfies neither the condition (QM) nor the condition (PQM). Thus Li et
al. [23] provided a condition on the reaction terms called the weak quasi monotone
condition (WQM) stated in the following:
(WQM) There exist β1 > 0 and β2 > 0 such that
f1(ψ1(0), ψ2(−τ1))− f1(φ1(0), ψ2(−τ1)) + β1[ψ1(0)− φ1(0)] ≥ 0,
f1(ψ1(0), ψ2(−τ1))− f1(ψ1(0), φ2(−τ1)) ≤ 0,
f2(ψ1(−τ2), ψ2(0))− f2(ψ1(−τ2), φ2(0)) + β2[ψ2(0)− φ2(0)] ≥ 0,
f2(ψ1(−τ1), ψ2(0))− f2(φ1(−τ2), ψ2(0)) ≤ 0
for (φ1, φ2), (ψ1, ψ2) ∈ C([−τ, 0],R)
2 with 0  (φ1(s), φ2(s))  (ψ1(s), ψ2(s)) 
(M1,M2), and s ∈ [−max{τ1, τ2}, 0]. Based on the assumption (WQM), they
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reduced the existence of traveling wave solutions of (8) to the existence of an ad-
missible pair of upper and lower solutions (cf. Definition 3.1). By assuming the
existence of an admissible pair of upper and lower solutions of (8), they applied the
cross-iterative method to establish the existence of traveling wave solutions.
Motivated by the previous works of [23, 20, 19, 35], we will provide a condition
which we still denote it by the same name (WQM) on the nonlinear reaction terms
of N -systems of LDEs in Section 2. In the strategy of iterative scheme, the con-
struction of lower and upper solutions is nontrivial for any specific model. Following
the ideas of [23, 24], we can explicitly construct upper and lower solutions of the
corresponding systems of the wave profiles of (1) for some classes of nonlinear re-
action functions F satisfying the condition (WQM). Applying the technique of the
cross-iterative method and Schauder’s fixed point theorem, we show the existence
of traveling plane wave solutions of (1). The results can be applied to many models,
e.g. the Lotka-Volterra competition systems with distributive time delays.
The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, some necessary
notations and definitions are introduced. Then the existence of strictly positive
equilibrium is obtained under suitable assumptions. We also examine the weak
quasi monotone properties of the systems (4). In Section 3, with the aid of real
roots of the corresponding characteristic function of (4) at the trivial solution, we
construct the upper and lower solutions of (4). Based on the results of Sections
2 and 3, we show the existence of traveling plane wave solutions of (4) and (5) in
Section 4 by using the cross-iterative method and Schauder’s fixed point theorem.
In the last section, we apply our main results to the Lotka-Volterra competition
systems with distributive time delays, and obtain the existence of traveling plane
wave solutions.
2. Preliminary. In this section, we have three main purposes. The first one is to
show the existence of a positive equilibrium of (4) under some sufficient conditions
on reaction terms. The second one is to state a general (WQM) condition on N -
systems of LDEs. Then some sufficient conditions are imposed on reaction functions
to guarantee that the condition (WQM) is satisfied. Finally, we investigate the
characteristic equations about the trivial solution 0. The characteristic roots will
help us to construct a pair of upper-lower solutions of (4).
From now on in this paper, we just consider the existence of a heteroclinic orbit
of (4) with asymptotical boundary condition (5) instead of finding the traveling
wavefront solutions of (1). And the nonlinear reaction functions Fn are always of
the form (2).
2.1. The existence of a positive equilibrium. We use the notation [Ψ|φn] =
[ψ1, · · · , ψN |φn] to denote a vector or a vector function Ψ which the nth component
is replaced by φn, that is,
[Ψ|φn] := (ψ1, · · · , ψn−1, φn, ψn+1, · · · , ψN ).
And the notation Ψn̂ = (ψ1, · · · , ψN )
n̂ is denoted a vector or a vector function
which is removed the nth component, that is,
Ψn̂ = (ψ1, · · · , ψn−1, ψn+1, ψN )
for 1 ≤ n ≤ N .
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To find the equilibrium Φ⋆ of (4) satisfying Φ⋆ ≻ 0, we have to solve the following
systems of nonlinear algebraic equations,
(
4∑
i=1
dn,i − dn,0)φ
∗
n + φ
∗
nfn(Φ
⋆, (Φ⋆)n̂) = 0 for n = 1, · · · , N.
For mathematical simplicity, we assume that
∑4
i=1 dn,i = dn,0. Then the above
equation can be simplified as
fn(Φ
⋆, (Φ⋆)n̂) = 0 for n = 1, · · · , N.
Lemma 2.1. Let K = (k1, · · · , kN ) and L = (ℓ1, · · · , ℓN) be two constant vectors
such that 0 ≺ K  L. If gn ∈ C
1(R2N−1,R),
∂gn/∂xm ≤ 0 and gn([K|ℓn],K
n̂) ≤ 0 ≤ gn([L|kn], L
n̂),
for 1 ≤ n ≤ N and 1 ≤ m ≤ 2N − 1, then there exist two constant vectors
Φ = (φ1, · · · , φN ) and Ψ = (ψ1, · · · , ψN ) in R
N such that K  Φ  Ψ  L and
gn([Φ|ψn],Φ
n̂) = 0 = gn([Ψ|φn],Ψ
n̂)
for all 1 ≤ n ≤ N .
Proof. Let Λ := {X = (x1, · · · , xN ) ∈ R
N : K  X  L} and Mn be positive
constants such that
Mn > max
{
−
∂
∂xn
(xngn(X,X
n̂)) : X ∈ Λ
}
, (9)
for all n = 1, · · · , N . For any X,Y ∈ Λ, define
Gn(X) := xngn(X,X
n̂),
Zn(α;X,Y ) :=
(
(1− α)y1, · · · , (1− α)yn−1, αyn, (1− α)yn+1, · · · , (1 − α)yN
)
+
(
αx1, · · · , αxn−1, (1− α)xn, αxn+1, · · · , αxN
)
= [(1− α)Y |αyn] + [αX |(1− α)xn],
for n = 1, · · · , N and α ∈ [0, 1]. Obviously, Zn(α;X,Y ) ∈ Λ if X and Y in Λ. If
X  Y , by (9) and the Mean Value Theorem, we have
yngn([X |yn], X
n̂)− xngn([Y |xn], Y
n̂)
=Gn([X |yn])−Gn([Y |xn]))
=Gn(Zn(1;X,Y ))−Gn(Zn(0;X,Y ))
=
d
dα
∣∣
α=α˜
Gn([(1 − α)Y |αyn] + [αX |(1− α)xn])
≤Mn(xn − yn)
for some α˜ ∈ [0, 1]. Hence,
Mnxn + xngn([Y |xn], Y
n̂) ≥Mnyn + yngn([X |yn], X
n̂). (10)
Let Φ(0) = K, Ψ(0) = L, and consider the following iterations:
Mnφ
(m)
n =Mnφ
(m−1)
n + φ
(m−1)
n gn
(
[Ψ(m−1)|φ(m−1)n ], (Ψ
(m−1))n̂
)
,
Mnψ
(m)
n =Mnψ
(m−1)
n + ψ
(m−1)
n gn
(
[Φ(m−1)|ψ(m−1)n ], (Φ
(m−1))n̂
)
.
We claim that
K  Φ(m−1)  Φ(m)  Ψ(m)  Ψ(m−1)  L,
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for all m ≥ 1. Once the claim is true, then the assertion of this lemma follows by
letting m→∞.
Now we prove the above claim by using the induction method. From (9) and
(10), it is obviously that
K  Φ(0)  Φ(1)  Ψ(1)  Ψ(0)  L.
Suppose that
K  Φ(m−1)  Φ(m)  Ψ(m)  Ψ(m−1)  L
for some m ≥ 1. Applying (10) to the inequalities:
[Ψ(m−1)|φ(m)n ]  [Ψ
(m)|φ(m−1)n ], Ψ
(m)  Φ(m) and [Φ(m)|ψ(m−1)n ]  [Φ
(m−1)|ψ(m)n ],
the claim holds obviously. Hence the proof is complete.
2.2. Weak quasi monotonicity. Now the conditions (WQM) conditions are stated
for the nonlinear reaction functions F = (F1, · · · , FN ) for general N as follows.
(WQM): there exist N positive constants β1, · · · , βN such that
(i) Fn([Ψ|φn])− Fn
(
Φ
)
≤ 0,
(ii) Fn([Φ|ψn])− Fn(Φ) + βn
(
ψn(0)− φn(0)
)
≥ 0
for 1 ≤ n ≤ N , Ψ,Φ ∈ C1([−τ, 0],R)N with 0  Φ(s)  Ψ(s)  M for
s ∈ [−τ, 0] and a positive constant vector M .
Now we explore the condition (WQM) on the reaction functions of the form
Fn(Φ) =φn(0)fn(Φ(0),Φ
n̂)
=φn(0)fn(φ1(0), · · · , φN (0),
φ1(−τ1), · · · , φn−1(−τn−1), φn+1(−τn+1), · · · , φN (−τN ))
(11)
for Φ = (φ1, · · · , φN ) ∈ C
1([−τ, 0],R)N .
Lemma 2.2. Assume that Φ and Ψ ∈ C1([−τ, 0],R)N such that 0  Φ(s)  Ψ(s) 
M for some constant vector M = (M1, · · · ,MN ) ≻ 0. If the functions fn of (11)
satisfies ∂fn/∂xm ≤ 0 for 1 ≤ m ≤ 2N − 1, then reaction function Fn satisfies the
condition (WQM).
Proof. (i). It is sufficiently to check that
fn
(
[Ψ|φn](0),Ψ
n̂
)
− fn
(
Φ(0),Φn̂
)
≤ 0
since φn is nonnegative. According to the assumptions of fn, it is obviously that
fn([Ψ|φn](0),Ψ
n̂)− fn(Φ(0),Φ
n̂) = Dfn(ξ1, ξ2) · ([Ψ− Φ|0n](t),Ψ
n̂ − Φn̂) ≤ 0,
for some ξ1 and ξ2. Hence the results follows.
(ii). Based on the assumptions, we have
ψn(0)fn([Φ|ψn](0),Φ
n̂)− φn(0)fn(Φ(0),Φ
n̂)
=ψn(0)fn([Φ|ψn](0),Φ
n̂)− ψn(0)fn(Φ(0),Φ
n̂)
+ ψn(0)fn(Φ(0),Φ
n̂)− φn(0)fn(Φ(0),Φ
n̂)
=ψn(0)Df(ξ1, ξ2) · ([0|ψn − φn](0),0) +
(
ψn(0)− φn(0)
)
fn(Φ(0),Φ
n̂)
≥
(
ψn(0)− φn(0)
)
(−Mn max
0ξ1M, 0ξ2M n̂
‖Df(ξ1, ξ2)‖ + fn(M,M
n̂)
)
,
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for some ξ1 and ξ2. Thus, the assertion of this part follows by taking
βn > Mn max
0η1M,0η2M n̂
‖Df(η1,η2)‖ − fn(M,M
n̂), i = 1, · · · , N.
The proof is complete.
According to Lemma 2.2, we can define operators H = (H1, · · · , HN ), G =
(G1, · · · , GN ) : C
1([−τ, 0],R)N → C1(R,RN ) by
Hn(Φ)(t) := Ln[φn](t) + φn(t)fn(Φ(t),Φ
n̂
t ) + βnφn(t),
Gn(Φ)(t) := e
−βnt
∫ t
−∞
eβnsHn(Φ)(s)ds, t ∈ R, i = 1, · · · , N.
Then the profile equation (4) can be represented as
φ′n(t) + βnφn(t)−Hn(Φ)(t) = 0, n = 1, · · · , N,
and a fixed point of G is equivalent to the solutions of (4). By Lemma 2.2, Gn and
Hn have the following properties.
Lemma 2.3. Assume Φ and Ψ satisfy the assumptions of Lemma 2.2. Then
(1) Hn([Ψ|φn]) ≤ Hn(Φ) ≤ Hn([Φ|ψn]), for n = 1, · · · , N .
(2) Gn([Ψ|φn]) ≤ Gn(Φ) ≤ Gn([Φ|ψn]), for n = 1, · · · , N .
Proof. The results follow obviously from Lemma 2.2. We omit the details.
By Lemma 2.3, it motivates us to use the iterative scheme to obtain the existence
of traveling plane wave solutions. But some properties of characteristic equations
and characteristic roots should be investigated.
2.3. Characteristic functions and characteristic roots. First, we give the
definition of the characteristic functions of (4). The characteristic function arises
from the linearized equation of (4) at the equilibrium 0, and its roots play crucial
roles in studying the behavior of solutions of (4) near 0.
Definition 2.4. Let c > 0 and θ ∈ [0, π/2]. The characteristic function of (4) at 0
is defined by
∆(λ, c) =
N∏
n=1
∆n(λ, c),
where ∆n(λ, c), n = 1, · · · , N , are of the form
∆n(λ, c) = −λ+ dn,1e
−λc1 + dn,2e
−λc2 + dn,3e
λc1 + dn,4e
λc2 − dn,0 + fn(0,0),
where c1 = c cos θ and c2 = c sin θ.
Now, we explore some properties of the functions ∆n(λ, c).
Lemma 2.5. Assume that for all n dn,3 ≥ dn,1 > 0, dn,4 ≥ dn,2 > 0,
∑4
i=1 dn,i =
dn,0, and fn(0,0) > 0. There exists a c
∗ > 0 which depends on {dn,i}
4
i=1 such that
if 0 < c < c∗ we can find two real characteristic roots λn,1(c) and λn,2(c) such that
0 < λn,1(c) < λn,2(c) and
∆n(λ, c) =


= 0, if λ = λn,1, λn,2,
> 0, if 0 < λ < λn,1(c),
< 0, if λn,1(c) < λ < λn,2(c),
> 0, if λ > λn,2(c).
(12)
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Proof. We first define
c¯ = min{c˜, 1/(dn,3 − dn,1 + dn,4 − dn,2)}
where
c˜ := inf{c > 0 : ∆n(λ, c) > 0, for all λ > 0}.
(If dn,1 = dn,3 and dn,2 = dn,4, then we take 1/(dn,3 − dn,1 + dn,4 − dn,2) =∞.) It
is clear that c˜ > 0. Hence c¯ > 0. For 0 < c < c¯ and λ > 0, we have
∂∆n(λ, c)
∂c
= λ cos θ(dn,3e
λc1 − dn,1e
−λc1) + λ sin θ(dn,4e
λc2 − dn,2e
−λc2) > 0,
∂∆n(λ, c)
∂λ
= −1 + c1(dn,3e
λc1 − dn,1e
−λc1) + c2(dn,4e
λc2 − dn,2e
−λc2),
∂2∆n(λ, c)
∂λ2
= c21(dn,3e
λc1 + dn,1e
−λc1) + c22(dn,4e
λc2 + dn,2e
−λc2) > 0.
Then we yield
∂∆n(0, c)
∂λ
= −1 + c1(dn,3 − dn,1) + c2(dn,4 − dn,2) < 0,
∆n(0, c) = dn,1 + dn,2 + dn,3 + dn,4 − dn,0 + fn(0, 0) > 0.
Thus there exists a λ∗(c) > 0 such that ∆n(λ, c) attains its global minimum at
λ = λ∗(c). Moreover, λ∗ satisfy the equation
1 = c1(dn,3e
λ∗c1 − dn,1e
−λ∗c1) + c2(dn,4e
λ∗c2 − dn,2e
−λ∗c2), (13)
and hence we have
dλ∗
dc
< 0 by implicit differentiation of (13).
Now we study the behavior of the curve λ∗(c). From (13) it is easy to see that
λ∗(c)→∞ as c→ 0+, and λ∗(c)→ 0 as c→∞. These imply that
lim
c→0+
∆n(λ
∗(c), c) = −∞ and lim
c→∞
∆n(λ
∗(c), c) > 0.
Furthermore, ∆n(λ
∗(c), c) is monotone increasing with respect to c. Since if c1 > c2,
then
∆n(λ
∗(c1), c1) > ∆n(λ
∗(c1), c2) ≥ ∆n(λ
∗(c2), c2).
Note that ∆n(λ
∗(c2), c2) is a global minimum for such fixed c2. Hence we can find
a particular c∗ ∈ (0, c˜) such that the statement of lemma is true. The proof is
complete.
Summarize the above results, we make the following assumptions on reaction
terms and coupling coefficients of (4).
(A1) There exist K = (k1, · · · , kN ) and L = (ℓ1, · · · , ℓN ) in R
N such that 0 ≺
K  L and fn([K|ℓn],K
n̂) ≤ 0 ≤ fn([L|kn], L
n̂) for all n.
(A2) The functions fn are C
1 functions from RN × C1([−τ, 0],R)N−1 to R and
∂fn/∂xm ≤ 0 for 1 ≤ m ≤ 2N − 1.
(A3) Assume that for all n dn,3 ≥ dn,1 > 0, dn,4 ≥ dn,2 > 0 ,
∑4
i=1 dn,i = dn,0,
and fn(0,0) > 0.
Remark 1. (i) Let us reexamine (4) with the assumptions (A1)∼(A3). The
assumption (A1) implies that the systems (4) have a positive equilibrium.
The conditions (WQM) is satisfied for the reaction terms if (A2) is hold. The
assumption (A3) help us to understand the linear behavior of the heteroclinic
solution near the trivial solution 0. This is crucial to construct a pair of
upper-lower solutions in next section.
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(ii) The reaction terms of many classical and typical models have the form Fn
in (11) and satisfy the assumption (A2). Here we list some continuous and
discrete delayed reaction diffusion equations which we know:
• The logistic scalar equation.
∂u(x, t)
∂t
= D
∂2
∂x2
u(x, t) + ru(x, t)[1 − au(x, t)].
• A diffusive delay equation which can be used to model the growth of the
population of Daphnia. [32, 16]
∂u(x, t)
∂t
= D
∂2u(x, t)
∂2x
+ ru(x, t)
(1− au(x, t)
1 + bu(x, t)
)
• The Belousov-Zhabotinskii reaction model with delay.
∂u(x, t)
∂t
= D
∂2
∂x2
u(x, t) + u(x, t)[1− u(x, t)− rv(x, t − τ1)],
∂v(x, t)
∂t
= D
∂2
∂x2
v(x, t) − bu(x, t− τ2)v(x, t).
• The Lotka-Volterra competition-diffusion systems of N -species equations
in the plane.
∂un(x, t)
∂t
=dn∆un(x, t)
+ un(x, t)
(
rn − pnun(x, t)−
N∑
m=1,m 6=n
sn,mum(x, t− τm)
)
,
where x ∈ R2 , and rn, pn and sn,m are nonnegative constants.
3. Construction of upper and lower solutions. This section is devoted to the
construction of upper and lower solutions of (4). First, we give the definition.
Definition 3.1. Assume Φ =
(
φ1, · · · , φN
)
and Ψ =
(
ψ1, · · · , ψN
)
belong to
C(R,R)N such that 0  Φ,Ψ  M = (M1, · · · ,MN)  0. Then Ψ and Φ are
called an upper solution and a lower solution of (4) respectively, if they are differ-
entiable almost everywhere and satisfy
(1) φ′n(t) ≤ Ln[φn](t) + φn(t)fn([Ψ|φn](t),Ψ
n̂
t ), n = 1, · · · , N , a.e.;
(2) ψ′n(t) ≥ Ln[ψn](t) + ψn(t)fn([Φ|ψn](t),Φ
n̂
t ), n = 1, · · · , N , a.e..
Now we construct a pair of upper-lower solutions of (4). First, let η be the
number satisfying
1 < η < min
{λn,2
λn,1
,
λn,1 + λm,1
λn,1
∣∣∣ m,n = 1, · · · , N} ≤ 2. (14)
For δ > 1, we define functions hn(t) by
hn(t) := e
λn,1t − δeηλn,1t, n = 1, · · · , N. (15)
Then it is easy to see that
lim
t→−∞
hn(t) = 0, lim
t→∞
hn(t) = −∞ and h
′
n(t) = λn,1(e
λn,1t − δηeηλn,1t).
Thus there exists a unique t⋆n(δ) < 0 such that
h⋆n := hn(t
⋆
n) = max
t∈R
hn(t) > 0 and lim
δ→∞
t⋆n(δ) = −∞.
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If δ is large enough then hn(0) < 0 and there exists σn > 1 such that the length of the
intervals In := {t| hn(t) ≥ h
⋆
n/σn, t ∈ R} is equal to max{c
∗, τ} for n = 1, · · · , N.
Denote σ := max{σn| n = 1, · · · , N} and tn(δ) by
tn(δ) := max{t| hn(t) = h
⋆
n/σ}, n = 1, · · · , N,
then limδ→∞ tn(δ) = −∞ and h
⋆
n < φ
⋆
n for all n when δ is large enough. Further-
more, for any γ > 0, let εn > 0, n = 1, · · · , N be such that
hn(tn) = φ
⋆
n − εne
−γtn , (or εn = (φ
⋆
n − h
⋆
n/σ)e
γtn), (16)
then is easy to see that hn(t) > hn(tn) for tn − c
∗ < t < tn.
Next, we assume that there exist ε̂n > 0, n = 1, · · · , N satisfying the following
assumption:
(A4)


εn
∂fn
∂xn
(X,Y ) <
N∑
m=1,m 6=n
ε̂m
( ∂fn
∂xm
(X,Y ) +
∂fn
∂ym
(X,Y )
)
,
ε̂n
∂fn
∂xn
(X,Y ) <
N∑
m=1,m 6=n
εm
( ∂fn
∂xm
(X,Y ) +
∂fn
∂ym
(X,Y )
)
,
for X,Y ∈ RN × RN−1. We further define the numbers t̂n, n = 1, · · · , N by
φ⋆n + ε̂ne
−γt̂n = eλn,1t̂n , n = 1, · · · , N. (17)
Then it is obvious that min{t̂n| n = 1, · · · , N} > τ +max{tn| n = 1, · · · , N} if δ is
large enough, since t̂n is bounded below by (17).
Finally, we define the functions φ−n , φ
+
n , n = 1, · · · , N by
φ−n (t) :=
{
eλn,1t − δeηλn,1t, t ≤ tn,
φ⋆n − εne
−γt, t > tn,
φ+n (t) :=
{
eλn,1t, t ≤ t̂n,
φ⋆n + ε̂ne
−γt, t > t̂n,
and Φ− := (φ−1 , · · · , φ
−
N ) and Φ
+ := (φ+1 , · · · , φ
+
N ). Then
lim
t→−∞
Φ−(t) = lim
t→−∞
Φ+(t) = 0 and lim
t→∞
Φ−(t) = lim
t→∞
Φ+(t) = Φ⋆, (18)
and Φ−(t) < Φ+(t) for t ≤ tn or t ≥ t̂n, see Figure 1. On the interval [tn, t̂n], φ
−
n (t)
and φ+n (t) are concave downwards and concave upwards respectively. Consequently,
if (φ−n (tn))
′ ≤ (φ+n (tn))
′ then φ−n (t) ≤ φ
+
n (t) for all t ≥ tn by taking γ satisfying
0 < γ ≤ min
1≤n≤N
{λn,1e
λn,1tn/εn}.
Lemma 3.2. Assume that δ is large enough, 0 < γ ≤ min1≤n≤N{λn,1e
λn,1tn/εn}
small enough, and there exists positive numbers {ε̂n}
N
n=1 satisfying (A4). Then Φ
−
and Φ+ are lower and upper solutions of (4) respectively.
Proof. We only have to show that Φ− and Φ+ satisfy the differential inequalities
of Definition 3.1 for t ∈ R \ {tn, t̂n| n = 1, · · · , N}. To simplify the computations,
we introduce the notation
(d¯n,0, d¯n,1, d¯n,2, d¯n,3, d¯n,4) := (−dn,0, dn,1, dn,2, dn,3, dn,4),
(α0, α1, α2, α3, α4) := (0,−c1,−c2, c1, c2).
Then the function ∆n(λ, c) in the characteristic equations can be rewritten as
∆n(λn,1, c) = −λn,1 +
∑
i d¯n,ie
λn,1αi + fn(0, 0) = 0. (19)
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tn t̂n
0
Φ⋆
eλn,1t − δeηλn,1t
φ⋆n − εne
−γt
eλn,1t
φ⋆n + ε̂ne
−γt
Figure 1. Graphs of a pair of upper-lower solutions Φ+ and Φ−.
Note that
∆n(ηλn,1, c) = −ηλn,1 +
∑
i d¯n,ie
ηλn,1αi + fn(0, 0) < 0. (20)
Now we start the proof of the first differential inequality of Definition 3.1.
If t ≤ tn, then (φ
−
n )
′(t) = λn,1e
λn,1t− δηλn,1e
ηλn,1t. According to equations (19),
(20) and the Mean Value Theorem, we have
Ln[φ
−
n ](t) + φ
−
n (t)fn([Φ
+|φ−n ](t), (Φ
+
t )
n̂)
≥
∑
i
d¯n,i(e
λn,1(t+αi) − δeηλn,1(t+αi)) + φ−n (t)fn([Φ
+|φ−n ](t), (Φ
+
t )
n̂)
=(φ−n )
′(t)− δeηλn,1t∆(ηλn,1, c) + φ
−
n (t)
(
fn([Φ
+|φ−n ](t), (Φ
+
t )
n̂)− fn(0, 0)
)
=(φ−n )
′(t)− δeηλn,1t∆(ηλn,1, c) + φ
−
n (t)Dfn(Ψ1,Ψ2) ·
(
[Φ+|φ−n ](t), (Φ
+
t )
n̂
)
,
(21)
for some Ψ1 and Ψ2. By (14), we have −δe
ηλn,1t∆(ηλn,1, c) = O(e
ηλn,1t) and
φ−n (t)Dfn(Ψ1,Ψ2) · ([Φ
+|φ−n ](t), (Φ
+
t )
n̂)
=φ−n (t)
( ∂fn
∂xn
(Ψ1,Ψ2)φ
−
n (t) +
∑
m 6=n
(
∂fn
∂xm
(Ψ1,Ψ2)e
λm,1t +
∂fn
∂ym
(Ψ1,Ψ2)e
λm,1(t−τm))
)
=O(e2λn,1t) +O(e(λn,1+λm,1)t),
as t→ −∞. Since ∆(ηλn,1, c) < 0, the summation in equation (21) is positive if tn
is small enough.
If t > tn then
Ln[φ
−
n ](t) + φ
−
n (t)fn([Φ
+|φ−n ](t), (Φ
+
t )
n̂)− (φ−n )
′(t)
≥
∑
i
d¯n,i(φ
⋆
n − εne
−γ(t+αi)) + φ−n (t)fn([Φ
+|φ−n ](t), (Φ
+
t )
n̂)− γεne
−γt
= −εne
−γtI(γ) + φ−n (t)
(
fn([Φ
+|φ−n ](t), (Φ
+
t )
n̂)− fn(Φ
⋆, (Φ⋆)n̂)
)
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where I(γ) :=
∑
i dn,ie
−γαi + fn(Φ
⋆, (Φ⋆)n̂) + γ. Note that I(γ) → 0 as γ → 0+.
For tn < t ≤ t̂n, we have
fn([Φ
+|φ−n ](t), (Φ
+
t )
n̂)− fn(Φ
⋆, (Φ⋆)n̂)
= Dfn(Ψ1,Ψ2) · ([Φ
+|φ−n ](t)− Φ
⋆, (Φ+t )
n̂ − (Φ⋆)n̂)
≥ −εne
−γt̂n
∂fn
∂xn
(Ψ1,Ψ2) +
∑
m 6=n
∂fn
∂xm
(Ψ1,Ψ2)ε̂me
γt̂n +
∑
m 6=n
∂fn
∂ym
(Ψ1,Ψ2)ε̂me
γt̂n
= e−γt̂n
(
− εn
∂fn
∂xn
(Ψ1,Ψ2) +
∑
m 6=n
∂fn
∂xm
(Ψ1,Ψ2)ε̂m +
∑
m 6=n
∂fn
∂ym
(Ψ1,Ψ2)ε̂m
)
> 0.
Similarly, for t ∈ (t̂n,∞) we have
fn([Φ
+|φ−n ](t), (Φ
+
t )
n̂)− fn(Φ
⋆, (Φ⋆)n̂)
= Dfn(Ψ1,Ψ2) · ([Φ
+|φ−n ](t)− Φ
⋆, (Φ+t )
n̂ − (Φ⋆)n̂)
= e−γt
(
− εn
∂fn
∂xn
(Ψ1,Ψ2) +
∑
m 6=n
∂fn
∂xm
(Ψ1,Ψ2)ε̂m +
∑
m 6=n
∂fn
∂ym
(Ψ1,Ψ2)ε̂me
γτm)
)
> 0.
Combining the above discussions, if γ is small enough then we obtain the first
differential inequality of Definition 3.1.
Next, we prove of the second differential inequality of Definition 3.1. If t ≤ t̂n,
then (φ+n )
′(t) = λn,1e
λn,1t and
Ln[φ
+
n ](t) + φ
+
n (t)fn([Φ
−|φ+n ](t), (Φ
−
t )
n̂)
≤
∑
i
d¯n,ie
λn,1(t+αi) + eλn,1tfn([Φ
−|φ+n ](t), (Φ
−
t )
n̂)
= (φ+n )
′(t) + eλn,1t
(
fn([Φ
−|φ+n ](t), (Φ
−
t )
n̂)− fn(0, 0
n̂)
)
≤ (φ+n )
′(t)
for n = 1, · · · , N . On the other hand, if t > t̂n, then (φ
+
n )
′(t) = −γε̂ne
−γt and
Ln[φ
+
n ](t) + φ
+
n (t)fn([Φ
−|φ+n ](t), (Φ
−
t )
n̂)− (φ+n )
′(t)
≤
∑
i
d¯n,i(φ
⋆
n + ε̂ne
−γ(t+αi)) + φ+n (t)fn([Φ
−|φ+n ](t), (Φ
−
t )
n̂) + γε̂ne
−γt
= ε̂ne
−γtI(γ) + φ+n (t)
(
fn([Φ
−|φ+n ](t), (Φ
−
t )
n̂)− fn(Φ
⋆, (Φ⋆)n̂)
)
.
Similar to previous estimation, I(γ)→ 0 as γ → 0+ and
fn([Φ
−|φ+n ](t), (Φ
−
t )
n̂)− fn(Φ
⋆, (Φ⋆)n̂)
= Dfn(Ψ1,Ψ2) · ([Φ
−|φ+n ](t)− Φ
⋆, (Φ−t )
n̂ − (Φ⋆)n̂)
= e−γt
(
ε̂n
∂fn
∂xn
(Ψ1,Ψ2)−
∑
m 6=n
∂fn
∂xm
(Ψ1,Ψ2)εm −
∑
m 6=n
∂fn
∂ym
(Ψ1,Ψ2)εme
γτm)
)
< 0.
Therefore, the second differential inequality holds when γ is small enough. The
proof is complete.
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4. Existence of traveling plane waves. After constructing the upper and lower
solutions of (4) in previous section, now we start to show the existence of travel-
ing plane wave solutions by using the iterative method and Schauder’s fixed point
theorem.
Denote CM (R,R
N ) := {(u1, · · · , uN)|un ∈ C(R,R), 0 ≤ un ≤M, n = 1, · · · , N}
where M = maxt∈R,1≤n≤N φ
+
n , and subspace Γ of CM (R,R
N ) by
Γ := {Φ ∈ CM (R,R
N ) | Φ−  Φ  Φ+}. (22)
Then Γ is closed, convex and bounded under the supremum norm. To apply the
Schauder’s fixed point theorem for the existence of traveling plane wave solutions,
we need the following properties of the operator G on the space Γ.
Lemma 4.1.
(i) G is a continuous operator from CM (R,R
N ) to C(R,RN ).
(ii) G is an invariant and compact operator on Γ.
Proof. (i) First, we show that Gmaps CM (R,R
N ) into C(R,RN ). By the definitions
of Gn, for any t ∈ R and h > 0, we have
|Gn(Φ)(t+ h)−Gn(Φ)(t)|
= |e−βn(t+h)
∫ t+h
−∞
eβnsHn(Φ)(s)ds − e
−βnt
∫ t
−∞
eβnsHn(Φ)(s)ds|
≤ (1− e−βnh)
∫ t
−∞
eβn(s−t)|Hn(Φ)(s)|ds +
∫ t+h
t
eβn(s−t−h)|Hn(Φ)(s)|ds.
Therefore,
lim
h→0+
|Gn(Φ)(t + h)−Gn(Φ)(t)| = 0, uniformly for t ∈ R.
The above result holds similarly for h < 0. Hence G(Φ) ∈ C(R,RN ). Moreover,
{G(Φ)|Φ ∈ CM (R,R
N )} is uniformly equicontinuous.Next, by the assumption (A2)
of fn, if Φ, Ψ ∈ CM (R,R
N ) then there exists a constant Lf (M) > 0 such that
|φnfn(Φ,Ψ
n̂
t )− ψnfn(Ψ,Ψ
n̂
t )| ≤ Lf
N∑
n=1
‖φn − ψn‖.
Hence
|Gn(Φ)(t) −Gn(Ψ)(t)| ≤
∫ t
−∞
eβn(s−t)
(∣∣φnfn(Φ,Φn̂t )− ψnfn(Ψ,Ψn̂t )∣∣
+βn|φn − ψn|+ |Ln[φn]− Ln[ψn]|
)
(s)ds
≤ (Lf + βf + 2
4∑
n=0
dn,i)(
N∑
n=1
‖φn − ψn‖)
∫ t
−∞
eβn(s−t)ds
≤ (Lf + βf + 2
4∑
n=0
dn,i)(
N∑
n=1
‖φn − ψn‖)/βn (23)
for all n = 1, · · · , N , where βf := max1≤n≤N βn. Since the right hand side of above
inequality is independent on t, this implies that for any ε > 0 there exists δ > 0
such that if ‖Φ−Ψ‖ < δ then
‖Gn(Φ)−Gn(Ψ)‖ < ε.
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Therefore the assertion of part (1) follows.(ii) By Lemma 2.3 and the properties of
upper and lower solutions, if t ∈ R \ {tn, t̂n}
N
n=1 then
φ−n (t) ≤ Gn([Φ
+|φ−n ])(t) ≤ Gn(Φ
−)(t) ≤ Gn([Φ
−|φ+n ])(t) ≤ φ
+
n (t). (24)
Following the same arguments, we have Φ− ≤ G(Φ) ≤ Φ+ for any Φ ∈ Γ. Hence,
G is invariant on Γ.
The proof of compactness property for the iterations can be found in [23], so we
omit it. The proof is complete.
By Lemma 4.1, we obtain the following main results.
Main Theorem. Assume (A1)-(A3) and the same assumptions of Lemma 3.2
Then for any 0 < c < c∗, there exists traveling plane wave solutions of (4) and (5).
5. Applications. In this section we will apply the main theorem to show the exis-
tence of traveling plane wave solutions of the Lotka-Volterra N -species competition
systems on two-dimensional lattices with discrete diffusion and distributive time de-
lays. The dynamics of this competition model is governed by the following systems:
dun;i,j
dt
=Ln[un;i,j ]
+ un;i,j
(
rn − pnun;i,j −
N∑
m=1,m 6=n
sn,m
∫ 0
−τn
kn(s)um;i,j(t+ s)ds
)
,
(25)
for (i, j) ∈ Z2, 1 ≤ n ≤ N , where Ln[un;i,j ](t) are defined as before in Section 1, rn
are the natural growth rates; pn account for self-regulation of each spicy; sn,m are
the competing rates; kn(s) ∈ C([−τn, 0], (0,∞)) are delay kernels and normalized
such that ∫ 0
−τn
kn(s)ds = 1, for n = 1, · · · , N.
The systems (25) model the interaction among various competing species, has been
studied extensively, and various sufficient conditions for the coexistence and extinc-
tion of the competing species are obtained, cf. [11, 22, 29, 36]. The coefficients
rn, pn, sn,m play a fundamental row in its asymptotic behavior. In particular, if
N = 2 and dn,i = 0 for all n and i, that is no diffusion term, Gopalsamy studied
the stability of the equilibrium of systems (25). For the ecological significance of
(25), one can refer to [14, 15] and the references cited therein.
To find a strictly positive stationary solution Φ⋆ = (φ⋆1, · · · , φ
⋆
N ) of (25), we
should solve the following systems of linear algebraic equations.
0 = dn + rn − pnφ
⋆
n −
N∑
m=1,m 6=n
sn,mφ
⋆
m, (26)
where dn :=
∑4
i=1 dn,i − dn,0. Denote the matrices S, P and the vector r, d by
P = (pn,m) with pn,n = pn and pn,m = 0, if n 6= m;
S = (sn,m) with sn,n = 0, n,m = 1, · · · , N ;
r = (r1, · · · , rN )
T and d = (d1, · · · , dN )
T .
In matrix form, we have to solve a linear systems
(P + S)Φ⋆ = d+ r. (27)
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It is obvious that the solution Φ⋆ exists and is unique if and only if P + S is
nonsingular. More additional conditions on the parameters should be imposed to
ensure the strictly positivity of Φ⋆. Hence we assume the following conditions hold
for systems (25).
(LV1) assume dn,3 ≥ dn,1 > 0, dn,4 ≥ dn,2 > 0 and dn + rn > 0 for all n;
(LV2) assume the matrix P+S is nonsingular, and there exists two constant vectors
L  K ≻ 0 such that
PK + SL  d+ r  PL+ SK.
Next, let we check assumptions (A1)∼(A4). According the conditions (LV1)
and (LV2), conditions (A1)∼(A3) hold obviously. The following we illustrate some
specific examples which satisfy (A4).
Example. Assume N ≥ 2, rn = r, dn = d, r + d > 0, pn = 1 for n = 1, · · · , N ,
sn,m = α > 0 for all n 6= m and sn,n = 0 for all n. Let α be small enough, e.g.
(N − 1)α < 1, then there exists a unique positive equilibrium Φ⋆ = (φ⋆1, · · · , φ
⋆
N )
with
φ⋆n =
rn + dn
1 + (N − 1)α
, n = 1, · · · , N.
The condition (A4) is equivalent to
α
∑
m 6=n
εm < ε̂n <
εn
(N − 1)α
, n = 1, · · · , N.
Let us fix any numbers ε1, · · · , εN . If α is small enough then it is easy to see that
there exist positive numbers ε̂1, · · · , ε̂N satisfying the above conditions.
Therefore, we have the following results.
Theorem 5.1. Assume the systems (25) satisfies the assumptions (LV1)∼(LV2)
and (A4). Then there exists c
∗ > 0 such that for any 0 < c < c∗, (25) has a
traveling plane wave solution satisfying the asymptotically boundary conditions (5).
Acknowledgments. The authors thank the referees for their valuable comments
and suggestions that help the improvement of the manuscript.
This work is supported in part by the National Science Council of Taiwan and
the National Center for Theoretical Sciences of Taiwan.
REFERENCES
[1] A. R. A. Anderson and B. D. Sleeman, Wave front propagation and its failure in coupled
systems of discrete bistable cells modelled by fitzhugh-nagumo dynamics, Internat. J. Bifur.
Chaos Appl. Sci. Engrg., 5 (1995), 63–74.
[2] P. W. Bates, X. Chen and A. J. J. Chmaj, Traveling waves of bistable dynamics on a lattice,
SIAM J. Math. Anal., 35 (2003), 520–546.
[3] J. Bell and C. Cosner, Threshold behavior and propagation for nonlinear differential-difference
systems motivated by modeling myelinated axons, Quart. Appl. Math., 42 (1984), 1–14.
[4] J. W. Cahn, Theory of crystal growth and interface motion in crystalline materials, Acta
Met., 8 (1960), 554–562.
[5] J. W. Cahn, J. Mallet-Paret and E. S. Van Vleck, Traveling wave solutions for systems of
ODEs on a two-dimensional spatial lattice, SIAM J. Appl. Math., 59 (1999), 455–493.
[6] X. Chen and J.-S. Guo, Existence and asymptotic stability of traveling waves of discrete
quasilinear monostable equations, J. Differential Equations, 184 (2002), 549–569.
TWS OF DELAY LATTICE DIFFERENTIAL SYSTEMS 127
[7] S.-N. Chow and J. Mallet-Paret, Pattern formation and spatial chaos in lattice dynamical
systems. I, II, IEEE Trans. Circuits Systems I Fund. Theory Appl., 42 (1995), 746–751,
752–756.
[8] S.-N. Chow, J. Mallet-Paret and W. Shen, Traveling waves in lattice dynamical systems, J.
Differential Equations, 149 (1998), 248–291.
[9] L. O. Chua and L. Yang, Cellular neural networks: Applications, IEEE Trans. Circuits and
Systems, 35 (1988), 1273–1290.
[10] , Cellular neural networks: Theory, IEEE Trans. Circuits and Systems, 35 (1988),
1257–1272.
[11] C. Cosner and A. C. Lazer, Stable coexistence states in the Volterra-Lotka competition model
with diffusion, SIAM J. Appl. Math., 44 (1984), 1112–1132.
[12] T. Erneux and G. Nicolis, Propagating waves in discrete bistable reaction-diffusion systems,
Phys. D, 67 (1993), 237–244.
[13] G. Fa´th, Propagation failure of traveling waves in a discrete bistable medium, Phys. D, 116
(1998), 176–190.
[14] K. Gopalsamy, Time lags and global stability in two-species competition, Bull. Math. Biol.,
42 (1980), 729–737.
[15] , “Stability and Oscillations in Delay Differential Equations of Population Dynamics,”
Mathematics and its Applications, vol. 74, Kluwer Academic Publishers Group, Dordrecht,
1992.
[16] S. A. Gourley, Wave front solutions of a diffusive delay model for populations of daphnia
magna, Comput. Math. Appl., 42 (2001), 1421–1430.
[17] C.-H. Hsu and S.-S. Lin, Existence and multiplicity of traveling waves in a lattice dynamical
system, J. Differential Equations, 164 (2000), 431–450.
[18] C.-H. Hsu, S.-S. Lin and W. Shen, Traveling waves in cellular neural networks, Internat. J.
Bifur. Chaos Appl. Sci. Engrg., 9 (1999), 1307–1319.
[19] J. Huang and X. Zou, Travelling wave solutions in delayed reaction diffusion systems with
partial monotonicity, Acta Math. Appl. Sin. Engl. Ser., 22 (2006), 243–256.
[20] J. Huang, G. Lu, and S. Ruan, Traveling wave solutions in delayed lattice differential equa-
tions with partial monotonicity, Nonlinear Anal., 60 (2005), 1331–1350.
[21] J. P. Keener, Propagation and its failure in coupled systems of discrete excitable cells, SIAM
J. Appl. Math., 47 (1987), 556–572.
[22] A. Leung, Equilibria and stabilities for competing-species reaction-diffusion equations with
Dirichlet boundary data, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 73 (1980), 204–218.
[23] W.-T. Li, G. Lin and S. Ruan, Existence of travelling wave solutions in delayed reaction-
diffusion systems with applications to diffusion-competition systems, Nonlinearity, 19 (2006),
1253–1273.
[24] S. Ma, X. Liao and J. Wu, Traveling wave solutions for planar lattice differential systems
with applications to neural networks, J. Differential Equations, 182 (2002), 269–297.
[25] J. Mallet-Paret, The Fredholm alternative for functional-differential equations of mixed type,
J. Dynam. Differential Equations, 11 (1999), 1–47.
[26] , The global structure of traveling waves in spatially discrete dynamical systems, J.
Dynam. Differential Equations, 11 (1999), 49–127.
[27] V. I. Nekorkin, V. B. Kazantsev, S. Morfu, J. M. Bilbault and P. Marquie´, Theoretical and
experimental study of two discrete coupled Nagumo chains, Physical Review E, 64 (2001),
36602.
[28] S. Osowski, P. Bojarczak and M. Stodolski, Fast second order learning algorithm for feedfor-
ward multilayer neural networks and its applications, Neural Networks, 9 (1996), 1583–1596.
[29] C.-V. Pao, Coexistence and stability of a competition-diffusion system in population dynam-
ics, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 83 (1981), 54–76.
[30] , Global asymptotic stability of Lotka-Volterra competition systems with diffusion and
time delays, Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl., 5 (2004), 91–104.
[31] E. Renshaw, “Modelling Biological Populations in Space and Time,” Cambridge Studies in
Mathematical Biology, vol. 11, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1991.
[32] F. E. Smith, Population dynamics in Daphnia magna and a new model for population growth,
Ecology, 44 (1963), 651–663.
[33] P. Thiran, K. R. Crounse, L. O. Chua and M. Hasler, Pattern formation properties of au-
tonomous cellular neural networks, IEEE Trans. Circuits Systems I Fund. Theory Appl., 42
(1995), 757–774.
128 CHENG-HSIUNG HSU AND TING-HUI YANG
[34] F. Werblin, T. Roska and L. O. Chua, The analogic cellular neural network as a bionic eye,
Internat. J. Circuit Theory Appl., 23 (2006), 541–569.
[35] J. Wu and X. Zou, Asymptotic and periodic boundary value problems of mixed FDEs and wave
solutions of lattice differential equations, J. Differential Equations, 135 (1997), 315–357.
[36] L. Zhou and C.-V. Pao, Asymptotic behavior of a competition-diffusion system in population
dynamics, Nonlinear Anal., 6 (1982), 1163–1184.
[37] B. Zinner, G. Harris and W. Hudson, Traveling wavefronts for the discrete Fisher’s equation,
J. Differential Equations, 105 (1993), 46–62.
[38] X. Zou, Traveling wave fronts in spatially discrete reaction-diffusion equations on higher-
dimensional lattices, Proceedings of the Third Mississippi State Conference on Difference
Equations and Computational Simulations (Mississippi State, MS, 1997) (San Marcos, TX),
Electron. J. Differ. Equ. Conf., vol. 1, Southwest Texas State Univ., 1998, 211–221 (electronic).
Received March 2009; revised January 2010.
E-mail address: chhsu@math.ncu.edu.tw
E-mail address: thyang@mail.tku.edu.tw
